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DETAILED ACTION 
Acknowledgement of Applicant's Amendments 

1. The amendments made in the specification, including the abstract, given on pages 1-2 of 
Applicant's Amendment (Paper #1 1) have been received and considered by Examiner. 

2. The amendments made in Claims 1-3, 5 and 6 and given on pages 3 and 4 of Applicant's 
Amendment (Paper #1 1) have been received and considered by Examiner. 

WITHDRAWN REJECTIONS 

3. The 35 U.S.C. 1 12 rejection of claims 1-3, 5 and 6 have been withdrawn due to 
Applicant's amendments and/or arguments in Paper #11. 

4. The 35 U.S.C. 103 rejection of claims 1 and 2 over Akao et al. have been withdrawn due 
to Examiner's reconsideration of the Akao et al. reference. 

REPEATED REJECTIONS 

5. The 35 U.S.C. 103 rejection of claims 3 and 4 over Akao et al. in view of Rosen is 
repeated for the reasons previously of record in Paper #7, pages 5-6. 

6. The 35 U.S.C. 103 rejection of claims 5-7 over Akao et al. in view of admitted prior art 
of Applicants is repeated for the reasons previously of record in Paper #7, pages 6-7. 

7. The 35 U.S.C. 103 rejection of claim 8 over Akao et al. in view of Johansson et al. is 
repeated for the reasons previously of record in Paper #7, pages 7-8. 

NEW REJECTIONS 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

8. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

s^hi^l 031101 !, 81 !! 1 ! 1 , 001101 ^ Wlth ° nC ° r m ° re ClaUnS P^^y Porting out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. ^ 
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9. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. 

The use of the work "type" in the phrase "single or multi-layer type" is indefinite. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

10. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U. SC. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

11. Claims 1 and 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Akao et al. 
Akao et al. ('741) teach a packaging material with at least one light-shielding layer. 

Figure 2a shows an example layer construction (Example I) for the invention disclosed by Akao 
et al. (col. 45, line 57 and col. 3, lines 3-1 1). Item 3a is a light-shielding polyolefm resin layer 
(col. 45, lines 63-64) and item 7a is a light-shielding thermoplastic resin layer (col. 46, line 13). 
Akao et al. identify carbon black as a particularly preferable light-shielding material (col. 16, 
lines 29-33). Carbon black is used in both layers 3a (col. 46, line 7) and 7a (col. 46, lines 25-26) 
of Example I. Akao et al. teach that there are different types of carbon blacks such as oil furnace 
carbon black, acetylene black and Ketjen carbon black (col. 16, lines 37-43). Akao et al. teaches 
the blending of acetylene black or Ketjen carbon black with oil furnace black (col. 16, lines 43- 
44). Examiner interprets the different types of carbon black to be minerals, since carbon black is 
fossil-fuel derived and is therefore considered a mineral as evidenced by Hawley's Condensed 
Chemical Dictionary, therefore, Akao et al. teach the blending of a carbon black with a mineral 
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as is claimed. Akao et al. teach that a suitable content of light-shielding material is 0.01 to 30 
wt. % (col. 19, lines 26-3 1), and a content of 0.05 to 50 wt. % of light-shielding material is 
claimed for the flexible sheet 3a (col. 55, lines 60-62). 

ANSWERS TO APPLICANT'S ARGUMENTS 

12. Applicant's arguments in Paper #1 1 regarding the 35 U.S.C. 103 rejection of claims 1 
and 2 over Akao et al. (Paper #7) in regard to the failure of Examiner to make a prima facie case 
of obviousness have been fully considered and this rejection, and all statements made in this 
rejection, have been withdrawn. A new 35 U.S.C. 103 rejection of claims 1 and 2 as anticipated 
by Akao et al. has been entered. 

13. Applicant's arguments in Paper #1 1 regarding the 35 U.S.C. 103 rejection of claims 1 
over Akao et al. (Paper #7) in regard to the limitation that the quantity of carbon black within the 
intermediate layer is about 0.04% to about 1% of the total weight of the intermediate layer have 
been fully considered but they are not persuasive because Akao et al. explicitly teach that a 
suitable content of light-shielding material is 0.01 to 30 wt. % (col. 19, lines 26-31), and a 
content of 0.05 to 50 wt. % of light-shielding material is claimed for the flexible sheet 3a (col. 
55, lines 60-62). This range most certainly applies to carbon black as a light-shielding material, 
since Akao et al. teaches "in the case of carbon black... a suitable content is 0.05 to 20wt.%, 
preferably 0. 1 to 10wt.% particularly preferably 0.2 to 7wt% in total (col. 19, lines 3 1-34). The 
example given in Akao et al. that Applicant cites in which the furnace carbon black weight 
percentage is 5% is merely an example and does not supercede the teaching of Akao et al. that in 
the case of carbon black... a suitable content is 0.05 to 20wt.%, preferably 0. 1 to 10wt.% 
particularly preferably 0.2 to 7wt% in total (col. 19, lines 31-34). 
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Conclusion 



14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Walter B Aughenbaugh whose telephone number is 703-305- 
451 1. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 9:00am to 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Harold Pyon, can be reached on 703-308-4251. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9310. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308-0661. 
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